Electric vehicles (EVs) are promising alternatives to replace traditional gasoline vehicles. The relationship between available charging stations and electric vehicles has to be precisely coordinated to facilitate the increasing promotion and usage of EVs. This paper aims to investigate the choice of the charging location with global positioning system (GPS) trajectories of 700 Plug-in Hybrid Electric Vehicle (PHEV) users as well as the charging facility data in Shanghai. First, the recharge accessibility of each PHEV user was investigated, and 9% rely solely on public charging networks. Then, we explored the relationship between fuel consumption and the average distance between charging to analyze the environmental benefits of PHEVs. It was found that 16% PHEVs are similar to EVs, and 9% whose drivers rely solely on public charging stations are similar to internal combustion engine (ICE) vehicles. PHEV users were divided into four types based on the actual recharge access: home and workplace-based user (private + workplace + public), the home-based user (private + public), the workplace-based user (workplace + public), and the public-based user (public). Models were developed to identify and compare the factors that influence PHEV user's charging location choices (home, workplace, and public stations). The modeling and results interpretation were carried out for all PHEV users, home and workplace-based users, home-based users, and workplace-based users, respectively. The estimation results demonstrated that PHEV users tended to charge at home or workplace rather than public charging stations. Charging price, charging price tariff, the initial state of charge (SOC), dwell time, charging power, the density and size of public charging stations, the total number of public charging, vehicle kilometer travel (VKT) of the current trip and current day are the main predictors when choosing the charging location. Findings of this study may provide new insights into the operational strategies of the public charging station as well as the deployment of public charging facilities in urban cities.
Introduction
Electric vehicles (EVs), including both battery electric vehicles (BEVs) and plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs), are regarded as permanent and feasible alternatives to the traditional internal combustion engine (ICE) vehicles, thereby reducing the noise and air pollution and improving urban air quality [1] [2] [3] . Over the past decades, many countries and regions have committed to vehicle PHEV users seek to avoid consuming gasoline through more frequent charging. BEVs' limited driving range causes BEV users to be more likely to perform public charging, especially for fast charging (an average of 18.4 fast public charging events and 11.9 normal public charging events per year for BEV users, versus 17.4 normal public charging events for PHEV users) [20] . Therefore, the deployment of public charging stations needs to consider the charging behavior of PHEV and BEV users separately.
PHEVs combining an ICE with a grid-connected battery, allow the vehicles to be powered by both gasoline and electricity, and thus, potentially reduce gasoline usage and the emission of air pollution [22] [23] [24] . Offering more charging opportunities for PHEVs could help to promote the adoption and market and extend the charging-depleting (CD) range [25] . Moreover, public charging stations bring more convenience to users and have the potential to reduce fuel cost. Understanding the charging behavior of PHEV drivers has significant implications for pricing strategies and deployment of charging facilities, and predicting charging demand spatially and temporally.
Investigating the charging behavior of PHEV users, especially the charging frequency and location choice, may assist in understanding some critical issues as follows:
(1) Where did the PHEV users charge their vehicles, at home, workplace, or public stations?
How many charging locations that a PHEV user can choose? (2) For a PHEV, is it more similar to BEV or to ICE in terms of charging behavior and fuel consumption?
How about the percentage? (3) What factors may influence the choice of charging locations (e.g., home, workplace, or public) of different users considering the actual recharge access? (4) Is it likely to encourage PHEV users to recharge the battery during off-peak periods by a load-shift-incentivizing electricity tariff?
The main contribution of this study is as follows. First, this study attempts to match the charging events with the corresponding charging stations, thus to find out the charging stations where the charging events occur, with the corresponding charging price. The procedure may be applicable to any EV GPS data to access home/workplace recharge access. Second, this study attempts to classify PHEV users according to the number and type of charging locations and explores who regularly recharge a PHEV at home or workplace. For each PHEV, it is similar to BEVs according to driving and charging styles or similar to ICEs? Third, this study establishes separate models to explore the factors that influence the charging location choice considering different types of users and provides suggestions for the operation and deployment of public charging stations.
For the remainder, Section 2 introduces the PHEV GPS data and the pre-process procedure, and discusses the driving and charging patterns of PHEV drivers. Section 3 expounds the method that mining charging facility data, so as to match the charging events with the corresponding charging stations. The result assists in classifying PHEV users into five types according to the numbers of accessible charging locations. Section 4 presents the charging location choice model for the PHEV users, with the resulting interpretations and discussions. Section 5 summarizes the paper and the outlooks into future research.
PHEV Data Reduction and Analysis
In Shanghai, each EV has been installed with an on-board GPS terminal, recording the vehicle identification, and real-time trajectories, including the time, position, speed (km/h), sum mileage (km), voltage (V), current (A), and working and charging status with a sampling interval between 10 and 30 s. These property data were centralized and stored in Shanghai's EV public data collection, monitoring, and research center (hereinafter referred to as "SHEVDC"), established in 2013.
Data Pre-Processing Procedure
Data used in this study is from SHEVDC. The GPS data for 700 private PHEVs in 2018 (from 1 January to 31 December) were obtained from SHEVDC in the present study. Table 1 presents the GPS data of a particular PHEV. We can easily figure out that this PHEV had made one trip on the 1st of January, 2018, and was then charged to SOC of 100% from the afternoon (17:29:53) to midnight (23:09:27) . In particular, the vehicle status is a binary variable indicating whether it is moving or not, (1 if the EV is moving, and 2 otherwise). The charge status is a variable indicating the charging states of EV, 1 for the EV is parking and charging, 2 for the EV is moving and charging, 3 for the EV is not charging, and 4 for the EV is fully charged. The data processing includes a two-step procedure: dataset elimination at the vehicle level and the pre-processing at the event level, as presented in Figure 1 . The first step includes three pre-process principles. At the vehicle level, two PHEVs were with empty vehicular datasets, and the accumulated mileage of another three PHEVs had decreased at certain points. A sudden increase in sum mileage indicates that the loss of vehicle data occurred and 27 vehicle datasets were eliminated for this issue. The raw PHEV GPS data were first processed to obtain the charging and traveling events of each PHEV. The PHEV event data may also have potential problems as follows. 0.62% of the traveling event data with zero trip distance were removed. 0.01% of the PHEV traveling events with SOC greater than 100% or less than 0% were The first step includes three pre-process principles. At the vehicle level, two PHEVs were with empty vehicular datasets, and the accumulated mileage of another three PHEVs had decreased at certain points. A sudden increase in sum mileage indicates that the loss of vehicle data occurred and 27 vehicle datasets were eliminated for this issue. The raw PHEV GPS data were first processed to obtain the charging and traveling events of each PHEV. The PHEV event data may also have potential problems as follows. 0.62% of the traveling event data with zero trip distance were removed. 0.01% of the PHEV traveling events with SOC greater than 100% or less than 0% were obviously illogical. 0.2% were the charging events with plug time less than two minutes or SOC difference less than 2%. These are considered as error-prone event data and consequently were removed. After applying the PHEV data pre-processing, a total of 118155 charging events from 668 PHEVs were obtained.
Driving and Charging Behavior of PHEV Users
To understand PHEV users' driving and charging patterns, 10 driving, and charging behavior metrics at the vehicle level were chosen with the corresponding descriptive statistics shown in Table 2 [20] . The distributions of the six metrics are presented in Figure 2 . The total distance and the average travel distance per day driven are the two indicators for travel demand and represent the charging demand to a certain extent. It could be figured out that PHEVs in Shanghai were driven 65.01 km per day and 16.27 km per trip. This indicates that PHEV users have a longer commute distance and higher travel demand than traditional ICE vehicle users [26] . The average value and distribution of the total driving days and trip times per day driven show that PHEVs average more journeys in total than the traditional ICE vehicles. 
User Classification Based on Accessible Charging Location
To access home/workplace recharge access, a reasonable procedure is proposed to match the charging events with the corresponding charging stations in order to classify PHEV users according to accessible charging locations and explore those that could recharge a PHEV at home or workplace. Figure 2e displays the average travel distance between charging, with a maximum value of 5971 km and a minimum value of 2.73 km. It is apparent that 91% of the PHEVs were plugged in after driven 200 km or less, which are charged 156.99 km on average. In general, PHEV users have good charging performance. It is obvious from the table and the histogram that there remains considerable differentiation in the charging behavior among PHEV users.
The histogram and CDF in Figure 2e show that 74% of private PHEVs are charged 0.25-1 time per day driven and 8% are charged less than 0.25 times per day driving. Moreover, Figure 2f shows that the distribution of initial SOC before PHEV charging approximates to normally distributed and the CDF indicates that 10% of PHEVs would not be plugged in only when the SOC falls below 23%. As for the average SOC, it has a mean value of 91.91 and a median value 94.93, indicating that PHEVs users prefer to charge the PHEVs fully. Considering that PHEVs require 5 to 10 h to get a full charge, we can infer that PHEVs are usually replenished at home/workplace.
On the basis of the four metrics, namely the total charge number, the charging number per day driven, the average distance between charging, and the initial SOC, about 9% PHEV users were identified with poor charging performance, who were further analyzed to identify the accessibility to a fixed charging station.
To access home/workplace recharge access, a reasonable procedure is proposed to match the charging events with the corresponding charging stations in order to classify PHEV users according to accessible charging locations and explore those that could recharge a PHEV at home or workplace.
Matching Charging Events with Corresponding Charging Stations
Matching charging events with corresponding charging stations include three steps: first, a web crawler with the python programming language was used to collect charging facility data. Then, the Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise (DBSCAN) algorithm was introduced to explore the accessible charging locations of each PHEV users. Finally, the accessible charging locations were matched with the corresponding charging stations. Figure 3 presents the entire matching procedure. 
Charging Facility Data Collection
The charging facility data were obtained mainly from Shanghai's charging facilities public data collection, monitoring, and research center (hereinafter referred to as "SHCFDC"). By the end of 2018, a total of 210,650 charging points has been installed in Shanghai, including 141,786 private charging points, 36,233 public charging points, and 32,631 workplace charging points [16] . To locate the charging station that the charging events of PHEV users occur, and get the corresponding charging rate and the number of chargers provided, all public and workplace charging stations in Shanghai were collected and matched with charging events through coordinates.
In this study, a web crawler with the python programming language was used to obtain data from the website of the SHCFDC and the Mobile applications of seven charging station operators which account for more than 90 percent of the total charging points in Shanghai including Teld, State Grid Corporation of China, Star Charging, Anyo Charging, Potevi, EV power, and 'Let's Charge' Charging [27] [28] [29] [30] [31] [32] [33] . Table 3 shows the data of five particular charging stations, including the station name, longitude, latitude, Station Type, POI type, Service operator, parking price (yuan/h), Figure 3 . Matching charging events with the corresponding charging stations process procedure.
In this study, a web crawler with the python programming language was used to obtain data from the website of the SHCFDC and the Mobile applications of seven charging station operators which account for more than 90 percent of the total charging points in Shanghai including Teld, State Grid Corporation of China, Star Charging, Anyo Charging, Potevi, EV power, and 'Let's Charge' Charging [27] [28] [29] [30] [31] [32] [33] . Table 3 shows the data of five particular charging stations, including the station name, longitude, latitude, Station Type, POI type, Service operator, parking price (yuan/h), electricity price (day/night, yuan/kWh), service price (day/night, yuan/kWh), and the number of fast and normal charging points. As for the electricity/service price, the former refers to the price from 8:00-22:00, the latter refers to the price from 22:00-8:00.
Classification of the Accessible Charging Locations of Each PHEV User
To better understand PHEV users' charging behavior, the charging events of each PHEV user were classified into a specified number of clusters. Charging events within the same cluster means the PHEV has been recharged at the same charging station. The Density-Based Spatial Clustering of Applications with Noise (DBSCAN) algorithm [34, 35] was introduced to cluster the charging locations of each PHEV user. It is a spatial density-based clustering method and directly divides all point densities reachable from different points into clusters.
Compared with other clustering algorithms [36] , DBSCAN possesses superior performance, which is insensitive to the order of the points in the dataset and does not require the number of the clusters a priori. Two important parameters for the algorithm include the number of occurrences and the radius: MinPts and Dist, which were chosen as 10 and 200 m in this study. That means if a PHEV is charged more than 10 times within the studying period and the distance between any two charging locations is less than 200 m, we could conclude that the charging events occurred in the same charging station, labeled as a frequently-used station. This algorithm explains how many charging locations a PHEV driver can choose, which also simplifies the implementation in matching the charging location with the given stations.
Matching of the Accessible Charging Locations with the Corresponding Charging Stations
The "Near Analysis" function in ArcGIS was used to find the nearest charging station of each charging event, with the distance threshold set as 200 m, while the address and point of interest (POI) type of the charging locations and stations were also used as references. For instance, a PHEV user parks and recharges the vehicle in the Leatop Plaza, the nearest station is in the Leatop Plaza, and the distance is less than 200 m, which means the charging event occurs in the corresponding charging station.
The POI type and address are queried through Baidu map API, in which the 'poiRegions' request was used to obtain the address and POI type of any coordinates of charging events [37, 38] . The correlation between the properties of each charging station/point (private, workplace, and public) according to the POI type obtained from Baidu map API, are shown in Table 4 . 
PHEV User Classification According to the Accessible Charging Location
Having matched charging locations and charging stations, we have a clear understanding of whether PHEV users charge at home or workplace and how many charging location choices a PHEV user has. The number of charging in the private, workplace, and public stations/points were figured out as 87,228, 19,115, and 11,812, respectively. The results also provide insights into the drivers' charging behavior as follows:
(1) The proportion of total numbers of users for the private, workplace and public stations is about 8.5:2:1. Users generally tend to recharge PHEV at home or workplace instead of at public charging stations. One reasonable explanation is that most PHEVs are not compatible with DC fast charging and consequently has a lower charging power, requiring 5 to 10 h to get a full charge. Home and workplace charging stations and points offer great flexibility and convenience to recharge the battery when PHEVs are parked all day in working places or overnight at home. What is more, the advantage of the charging cost has also contributed to this phenomenon.
(2) According to the number of charging location choices, PHEV users could be divided into five types. As shown in Table 5 , the majority of PHEV users has one or two fixed charging location choices. As the number of charging location choices increases, the average charge time increases and PHEV have a higher average initial SOC, and the average distance between charging and fuel consumption decreases, which may stimulate petroleum replacement and bring additional environmental benefits. Increasing charging options also contributes to improving the charging behavior of users. The deployment of charging facilities should obey the rule "taking the private stations as a principle, and the public stations as the auxiliary", so as to ensure that the users can charge either at home or at their workplaces. (3) An overall of 565 (85%) PHEV users have owned charging facility at home was found from Table 5 . In fact, the Shanghai government requires purchasers of EVs to have their own private charging facilities. With the implementation of the policy, although 6% of PHEV users have no charging access at home, the workplace charging stations in their workplaces were used as a surrogate.
(4) As mentioned above, on the basis of four metrics, about 9% of PHEV users have poor charging performance. Through identifying charging locations of PHEV users, users who lack a fixed charging station and who only have one charging station belonging to a public charge the battery less times. Home charging and workplace charging may not be accessible, and they have to rely solely on the public charging network. The private charging infrastructure availability actually plays a major role in impacting, whether charging or not.
As shown in Figure 4 , PHEV users show a strong preference for charging stations in office buildings, shopping, enterprises, auto and education land use areas. An interesting phenomenon is that PHEV users favor auto places, which may be explained by the fact that they can plug in their PHEVs in 4S/Dealer shops for free. As shown in Figure 4 , PHEV users show a strong preference for charging stations in office buildings, shopping, enterprises, auto and education land use areas. An interesting phenomenon is that PHEV users favor auto places, which may be explained by the fact that they can plug in their PHEVs in 4S/Dealer shops for free. 
Environmental Benefit Assessment
Is a PHEV more of a BEV according to driving and charging behavior, or is it more similar to an ICE? The key to this question lies more with the charging behavior of the users and less with the technology of PHEV. The main factors in determining the ratio of gasoline to electric miles driven are driving and charging behavior. The environmental benefits of PHEVs depend on how these vehicles are used, especially the average distance between charging. In previous studies, it is common that PHEV users are generally assumed to maximize the battery utility and minimize the 
Is a PHEV more of a BEV according to driving and charging behavior, or is it more similar to an ICE? The key to this question lies more with the charging behavior of the users and less with the technology of PHEV. The main factors in determining the ratio of gasoline to electric miles driven are driving and charging behavior. The environmental benefits of PHEVs depend on how these vehicles are used, especially the average distance between charging. In previous studies, it is common that PHEV users are generally assumed to maximize the battery utility and minimize the travel cost by matching the battery to driving needs and charging their vehicles as much as possible. But the reality is that charging behavior has been limited to the accessibility of existing charging infrastructure.
An average 91% of the PHEVs were charged after driven less than 200 km, indicating that the supply of charging station in Shanghai can meet the charging demand of PHEV users but could still be improved. Pearson correlation analysis (ρ X,Y = 0.741) indicates that there is a positive significant correlation between the average distance between charging and the average fuel consumption. As shown in Figure 5 , the curve fit indicates there is a strong linear relationship between them when the average distance between charging is less than 200 km, while there is a quadrative curve and the average fuel consumption maintains at a higher interval when the average distance between charging exceeds 200 km. 
PHEV Charging Location Choice Model
In order to capture the charging location choice of PHEV users, three alternatives were defined as: (i) private (home), (ii) workplace, and (iii) public charging stations. However, three alternatives are not accessible to each PHEV and PHEV drivers could be categorized into four types: home and workplace-based users (private + workplace + public), home-based users (private + public), workplace-based users (workplace + public), and public-based users (public). Figure 6 depicts the charging alternatives and the number of charging events for each type. Separate models were proposed to identify and compare the factors that influence a respondent's charging location choice considering different types of users. In this study, the general charging location choice behavior of all PHEV users was explored. Then, different empirical models were examined by considering the charging behavior of home and workplace-based users, home-based users, and workplace-based users of PHEV. The average fuel consumption of PHEV is 4.56 L/km compared to ICE; the environmental benefit of PHEVs is significant, particularly when the average distance between charging is less than 200 km. Considering the electric driving range is 50 km, 16% of the PHEVs are charged after driven 50 km or less, and the average fuel consumption is 0.933 L/100 km, it is concluded that these PHEVs are similar to EVs. While 9% of the PHEVs are charged after driven 200 km or more, and the average fuel consumption at 9.451 L/100 km, these PHEVs are similar to ICEs. The average fuel consumption increases rapidly with the increasing of the average distance between charging when the average distance between charging is less than 200 km. Therefore, it is of significance to ensure that each user has one accessible and convenient charging station such that the average distance between charging does not exceed 200 km and provide a workplace and public charging to users in order to minimize the average distance between charging and vehicle operating cost.
In order to capture the charging location choice of PHEV users, three alternatives were defined as: (i) private (home), (ii) workplace, and (iii) public charging stations. However, three alternatives are not accessible to each PHEV and PHEV drivers could be categorized into four types: home and workplace-based users (private + workplace + public), home-based users (private + public), workplace-based users (workplace + public), and public-based users (public). Figure 6 depicts the charging alternatives and the number of charging events for each type. Separate models were proposed to identify and compare the factors that influence a respondent's charging location choice considering different types of users. In this study, the general charging location choice behavior of all PHEV users was explored. Then, different empirical models were examined by considering the charging behavior of home and workplace-based users, home-based users, and workplace-based users of PHEV. 
Explanatory Variables Identification
It is reasonable that PHEV users are assumed to follow the principle of utility-maximization when choosing among the three alternatives. Here, the independent variables which may affect the charging location choice could be categorized into six groups: time-related, charging cost-related, charging power-related, SOC-related, public charging station-related, and travel pattern-related [17] [18] [19] [20] . The definitions and source of the variables were provided in Table 6 as a reference list for the variables. The parking price per kWh for the current charging event
Equation (1) Charging price (yuan per kWh)
The parking price per kWh for the current charging event
Equation (2) Whether there is a 
It is reasonable that PHEV users are assumed to follow the principle of utility-maximization when choosing among the three alternatives. Here, the independent variables which may affect the charging location choice could be categorized into six groups: time-related, charging cost-related, charging power-related, SOC-related, public charging station-related, and travel pattern-related [17] [18] [19] [20] . The definitions and source of the variables were provided in Table 6 as a reference list for the variables. 
Time-Related
Variable 1: Dwell time (unit: hr). PHEVs generally take 5-10 h to get a depleted battery fully charged. When PHEV users plan to initiate charging for their vehicles, they may estimate the available duration for charging. PHEV users will perform charging only if parking duration permits.
Variable 2: Working day indicator. The traveling pattern of PHEVs is supposed to be different for working days and non-working days, especially for workplace stations.
Charging Cost-Related
Variable 3: Parking price (unit: RMB per kWh). For the charging of PHEVs, the most significant difference among home, workplace, and public station charging is parking cost and charging cost. The average parking price of the public charging station is 3.94 yuan/h, and 68.2% of public station collects parking fee. In this study, whether the parking price belongs to charging cost is an important issue, and the variable contributes to justifying whether users accommodate for travel demand or charging demand.
in Ref. [39] . Variable 4: Charging price (unit: RMB per kWh). Previous researches have proved that the probability of home charging at midnight is relatively high and drivers are price-sensitive and tends] to perform low-cost charging in general [17, 19] . Compared to home charging, the charging cost at the workplace and public charging stations for users includes electricity price and service price. A low electricity tariff begins from 22:00 to 8:00 in Shanghai for home charging, and the charging price (per kWh) fall from 0.64 yuan/kWh to 0.331 yuan/kWh. The average charging price of public charging station is 1.83 yuan/kWh, while the average of the workplace is 0.651 yuan/kWh. In order to increase usage, 4.6% public charging station adopt cost tariff. Moreover, plug time is used to calculate the total charging cost, including electricity price and service price for each charging event.
in Ref. [39] . Variable 5: An indicator for charging price tariff. The charging price tariff is coded in the ordinal form to represent non-tariff, partial-tariff, and full-tariff as 0, 1, and 2, respectively.
Charging Power-Related
Variable 6: Charging power (unit: kW), indicating the charging speed of the vehicle battery. Power refers to the mean value in the process of charging. Generally speaking, charging speed at a public charging station is relatively higher than that of home and workplace.
SOC-Related
Variable 7: Initial SOC before charging (unit: %), visually represents the need for charging. As suggested by existing studies, charging PHEVs is, to a certain extent, a kind of demand-based behavior, which means that PHEVs are less likely to be recharged when the SOC is high [18] .
Public Charging Station-Related
Variable 8: The density of public charging stations, which is expected to influence PHEV user' charging behavior. It represents the accessibility of public charging stations. The service radius of 1.6 km is used in this study for PHEV drivers to change their behavior to accommodate charging needs [9] . The density refers to the numbers of public charging stations within 1.6 km of the parked location.
Variable 9: The size of public charging stations. It refers to the average number of chargers of public charging stations within 1.6 km of the parked location.
Variable 10: The total number of public charging stations before the current charging event. It is a good indicator for PHEV users' familiarity with the existing situation and technology of public charging stations. Moreover, users have formed a habit, and there exists inertia so they may stay with the choices they previously made. If the experienced public charging is convenient and better aware of the distribution of accessible public stations to find a suitable station, the probability of public charging could be expected to increase.
Travel pattern related
Variable 11: Vehicle-kilometers of the current trip. The length of the completed trip is included because a longer trip may make drivers more aware that the battery of PHEV is depleted and likely to plugin.
Variable 12: Vehicle-kilometers of the next trip. The length of the next trip is included representing immediate charging demand.
Variable 13: Vehicle-kilometers of travel (VKT) on current travel day. The change of VKT of the current day usually means that the change of travel purposes.
Variable 14: Vehicle-kilometers of travel (VKT) on the former travel day. The former travel day refers to the day when PHEV user makes the last trip.
Variable 15: Vehicle-kilometers of travel (VKT) on the next travel day, which reflects the demand for electricity. Generally speaking, the possibility of charging may increase with the extension of the planned driving distance.
Modeling PHEV Charging Location Choice
To model PHEV users' charging location choice, considering the actual recharge access among different types of users, a multinomial and binary logit model were employed. Four models predicting selection of charging location of different types of users are run: (1) Multinomial logit model (Model 1) for all PHEV users; (2) Multinomial logit model (Model 2) for home and workplace-based users; (3) Binary logit model (Model 3) for home-based users; (4) Binary logit model (Model 4) for workplace-based users. As PHEV charging location choice model were conducted for users who may be available to home or workplace charging, public-based users who rely solely on public charging station were removed from all PHEV users.
This section proposes four multinomial/binary logistic regression models, with the results to validate that PHEV users tended to charge at home or the workplace rather than at public charging stations. The charging location choice model is formulated as follows:
in Ref. [40] . The descriptive statistics of the selected variables of each model in terms of the alternatives at the charging event level are summarized in Table 7 as below.
In a statistical model, multicollinearity was checked to avoid skewed estimation of individual independent coefficients. First, the Pearson product-moment correlation coefficients between independent variables in four models were calculated. The results revealed that all of the correlation coefficients were below 0.7. Then, two important factors, the tolerance (TOL) and variance inflation factor (VIF) were used to detect multicollinearity. In a regression model, the variables with TOL less than 0.4 and VIF greater than 2 should be deleted. Therefore, the VIF of the parking price of Model 3 and Model 4 are 4.20 and 2.20, respectively, and these variables were removed. It reveals that multicollinearity does not exist in four models for charging location choice in this study. What is more, workplace charging station do not adopt charging price tariff, and there are only two public charging events are partial-tariff for workplace-based users, and the charging price tariff of Model 4 were also removed. Values in the parentheses are the standard deviation (SD) of the parameters.
Results and Discussion
The charging location choice models of different types of users are established and estimated by SAS statistical software package [41] . Table 8 displays the results of the logistic regression models of different types of users and compares the results to analyze the respective charging pattern and characteristics. Here, we observe that the model fit of each model are all significant (p < 0.001), which indicates that all models predict with significantly higher accuracy [42] . Compared to other models, the Pseudo R 2 of Model 4 equals to 0.294 and is relatively lower, possibly due to the charging behavior of workplace-based users, and it will be explained in detail in Section 4.3.2.
Analysis of Charging Location Choice of PHEV Users
The alternative specific constants with a positive sign for home and workplace of each model indicate PHEV users prefer to charging their PHEV at home or workplace rather than public charging network.
The implication of time-related variables (Variable 1-2)
Compared with public charging, the positive effect of dwell time of home and workplace charging in Model 1 is significant. It reveals that PHEV users tend to charge their battery fully at home or the workplace and the dwell time limits the usage of public charging stations. For PHEVs, the coefficient of a working day for home charging is found insignificant while the indicator for workplace charging is significantly positive in Model 1, implying that drivers tend to perform charging at workplaces on working days.
The implication of cost for charging (Variable 3-5)
For PHEVs, the coefficient of parking price is found insignificant in Model 1 for both alternatives, which shows no difference among parking price for the three alternatives. It indicates that the parking price may not belong to cost for charging, and PHEV users mostly may not change their travel to accommodate for charging needs. On the one hand, PHEV users prefer to perform charging at public stations which provide free parking; on the other hand, PHEV users park their vehicles at a public station due to travel demand rather charging demand. Although PHEV users need to pay parking cost, parking costs are not counted as extra expenses. The negative estimate of the charging price for charging at home and the workplace in Model 1 indicates PHEV users are price-sensitive. The positive coefficient of charging price tariff for charging at home demonstrates that PHEV users tend to initiate home charging from the nighttime for electricity tariff. The electricity tariff incentivizes drivers to postpone charging to off-peak hours, especially for home and workplace-based users. For instance, some users may delay their home charging until 10 pm so as to enjoy the off-peak price.
The implication of charging power (Variable 6)
The sign of the estimated coefficient for the charging power in Model 1 and Model 2 interprets that the faster-charging speed contributes to home and workplace-based users to choosing public charging.
The implication of SOC (Variable 7)
The significantly positive effect of SOC on home charging in Model 1 indicates that home charging may not necessarily be driven by demand. It is reasonable that PHEV users get used to recharging their PHEVs at home or workplace even though the remaining SOC is sufficient for the next journey. This charging behavior reveals that PHEVs may be charged more frequently than necessary. As the initial SOC is statistically significant in Model 2, it reveals that home and workplace-based users have a positive attitude towards public charging stations. When the SOC of the battery is lower, the probability of seeking a nearby public charging station in the middle of a journey for emergency use increases.
The implication of the public charging station (Variable 8-10)
The sign of the estimated coefficient for the number of public charging events and the density of public charging stations interprets that these two variables have a significantly positive effect on public charging. Due to familiarity and convenient access to public charging stations and PHEV users averagely favor charging at public stations, and the results are in line with our expectations. Compared with home or work charging, the positive effect of the average number of chargers in Model 1 is statistically significant demonstrates that the large-scale charging station reduces the likelihood of public charging.
Implication of travel pattern (Variable 11-15)
The distance of the current trip depicts the amount of charging demand or electricity offset. It has a positive effect on home or workplace charging, and PHEV users prefer to charge the battery after arriving home or the workplace to replenish electricity. The VKT of the current day reflects the degree of emergence to charge and is a good predictor for immediate charging demand and electricity loss. The increase of VKT of the current day means that the change of travel purposes and the probability of public charging also increases.
Charging Pattern of Different Types of Users
According to results in the charging location choice model, what deserves special mention is that a distinct difference between the charging pattern of PHEV users, especially in usage scenarios of a public charging station. For home and workplace-based users, the charging facilities are complete, and they take the private and the workplace stations as the principle and the public stations as the auxiliary. Compared to other type users, they are more price-sensitive. On the one hand, they extend the charging-depleting (CD) range through charging the battery to reduce travel cost; on the other hand, they prefer to delaying home charging to off-peak hours to enjoy charging price tariff as the coefficient for private charging stations show in Model 2. The most occurred scenario of a public charging station is that home and workplace-based users charge PHEVs when the VKT on the travel day is longer, and the SOC is lower at this parking location. The public charging behavior is demand-based and mostly occurs in leisure and entertainment travels.
For home-based users, the negative effect of VKT of next trip and current day and in Model 3 indicates that the probability of public charging increases when the travel demand and daily commute distance of PHEV users are higher. As the workplace charging may not be accessible to them, the single private charging cannot satisfy the charging demand of 13.9% users whose daily commute distance is longer and they choose one public station as a frequently-used station to serve the function of workplace charging. The coefficient of SOC, the density of public charging stations, and the size of public charging stations is found insignificant, which may prove this judgment. Although the proportion of the group in the home-based users is not high, the total times of public charging for this group equal to 6078 and account for 92.5% of the whole home-based users, and there exists distinct difference for the usage of public station among home-based users.
The average times of public charging for each workplace-based user equal to 3.12 and the charging pattern that they only rely on workplace charging and form a habit to charge on weekdays is single which leads to the relatively low Pseudo R 2 of Model 4. The coefficient of the density of public charging stations and the number of public charging is found insignificant, which implies the two indicators do not contribute to performing public charging and reveals that workplace-based users are less willing to perform public charging.
Conclusions
This study investigated the choice behavior for charging location of PHEV, using PHEV GPS travel trajectory data and charging facility data in Shanghai. Separate models were used to examine the charging location choice of different types of PHEV users by considering the influence of parking price, charging price, and charging price tariff. In addition, we have proposed a feasible method to match charging events with corresponding charging stations, so as to classify PHEV users according to their charging locations The relationship between the average distance between charging and the average fuel consumption has been explored, to reveal how many PHEVs are more similar to BEVs or ICEs in terms of driving and charging styles.
Increasing charging options can contribute to improving the charging behavior. 16% of the PHEVs with the average fuel consumption about 0.933 L/100 km were similar to EVs, while 9% of the PHEVs relied solely on pubic charging were similar to ICEs. It is of rather significance to promote PHEV considering the environmental benefits. PHEV users prefer to perform charging at home or workplace instead of public charging stations. The estimation results show that the charging price, charging price tariff, SOC, dwell time, charging power, the density, and the size of the public charging stations, the total number of public charging, VKT of the current trip and current day are the main influencing factors. There is a distinct difference between the usage scenarios of the public charging station. The usage of public charging for home and workplace-based users is demand-driven in the middle of a trip, and 13.9% of home-based users choose one public station as a frequently-used station to serve the function of workplace charging, while workplace-based users are less willing to recharge PHEVs at public stations.
Not only do the estimation results aim at the PHEV users in Shanghai, but also the findings are instructive for similar issues in the world cities with the booming of EV entering into operation. Encouraging the adoptions of EVs could solve the low utilization of the charging station. First, the charging efficiency and plug time of PHEVs limit the usage of public charging stations for drivers, and it is imperative to improve the charging speed of PHEVs for automobile manufacturers. Second, the deployment of charging stations in specific areas is supposed to coordinate the density and the scale, thus to avoid the excessive size of public charging stations. For example, by improving the density and coverage of public charging stations, more and more PHEV drivers may be attracted to recharge at a public station, especially for home and workplace-based and public-based users. Furthermore, for home-based and workplace-based users, public stations can be deployed to provide easy access to charging when they arrive home or workplace and serve as the substitute for home or workplace charging. Also, operators of public charging stations could provide special incentives and better charging service to attract PHEV users to public charging. For instance, an operator could provide the first five free charging trails to new-comers.
The personal attributes of PHEV users may affect their choice, including income, age, and so on. The stated preference experiment may be carried out to collect such information. Future studies of charging choice may combine GPS trajectory travel data with the data collected from the stated preference experiments. 
